I DENT IK 




elease 


, Th -.Rrd.e.f/Ln G...and S pr y i .c f).s. . . ft t a n c h of the 
Dm^n^is resp^Me for the 
preparation of requisitions and maintenance 
of a daily record of expenditure for Tech 
Division, PTOS. 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, B, (d) 15 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/BSB 

DATE : 


25X1A 


What is fare) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the ref erence (s) still in force? Yes A No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? j 

Veaxxv ee- ©coc&dx <•<?>. W N^'w-Ta* n' « o\ 

^ecx^\VV\ S' 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes )( No . . 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes — No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No_^ — 

If So, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes Ko _/\_ 

If so, where and why? . 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 


Watergate? Yes 


No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No^A — 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that jou feel is more 
Important than this one? . Yes No -X If so, vhai.? 
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I DENT T f Sr h p SoceSsing 

turn-ins o£ obsolete , excess and uneconomical ly 
repairable material for Tech Division, PTOS . 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, B. (d) 14 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
~ Division/]} SB 


EVALUATION: 


DATE : 



our reference (s) for this activity? D*ite(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes A 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


OT We r K j < ce s 


25X1 A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes V No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes/C 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ 
If so, how? 


No 

_ 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes — 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No ^^ If so, wha l ? 

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes — 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? -Yes No If so, what? . 
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IDENTIFIC/ Tech Division is responsible for maintaining 

stock control procedures for Tech Division, 
PTOS. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) 15 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

' Di vis lon/BSB 

DATE: 


What 


is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X _ No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

Kx A 0 S) 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X _ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary. Yes 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes__ 
If so, how? 


No 

No“5T 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferre 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No — 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X" If s0 > which component and why. 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No yC If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without . 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_S±_ 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes No X I f so, what. ' 
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IDn\TX^T^CATIO^\ the 

industrial contracts for the repair and 
modification of Tech Divisions specialized 
electronic equipment. 


COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Securi ty 

Division/BSB - 

DATE : 

‘ 25X1 A 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, B, fel l 16 
EVALUATION: 


What is ^ (are^our ref erence (s)^ for {this activity?^ Date(s)? ^ 

Is (are) vthe reference (s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 



Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes V No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes V 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? * — _ 


No 

_ 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X 

If so, where and why? ' — 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly” 
More properly? Yes No X If so > which component and why? 

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X If so > what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No V'" 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one?. -Yes No X If so, what? : 
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?o effect 

shipment of Tech Divisions electronic 
supplies and equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, B, (d) 17 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Tech nical Secu ri ty 

Division/BETB 

DATE : ' • 

25X1 A 


What is (are) our ref exence(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes PL No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If So, how? 


No 

No X 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No V If so, what? 

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without . 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? - Yes No yC If so, what? ' L 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY. ^he g r j e fi n g and, Services Branch of the 

Approved For Release 2000/09/02- eeiA-BBP83BQfl828R0@fli7 flflQ20O £3i4b rate and 

aligns the standard ^^Bequipment of the 25X1A 
Tech Divison, PT0S , 


ACTIVITY CODE ‘III, B, (d0 , 18 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: QS/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/ JB'SB 
DATE: 


25X1 A 


What is (are) our referen ce (s) for this activity Date(s)? 

Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes X No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 



Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No_ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes_N£ 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ 


No 

_ NbX 


If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No A 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and ivhy? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No V If so, what? 

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X_ 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes N o 


If so, what? 
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I DfcNT I ^ p CA^ j O j t! jr < ^ | ^CT ^HlSIqua^te^ I 

for all Agency employees departing for 
overseas duty.'. . - 


ACTIVITY CODE': III. B, (c\ ) 1 


EVALUATION: 


What is 


25X1A 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Sec urity 

Division/BSTJ 

DATE : 


our reference f s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1 A 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who _ ls ^ are ) tIie beneficiary (ies) of this activity?" 

1 ^ fluoi U S I S 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes s' No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still neceiiary? Yii“ > No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes ^ No~ 
If SO, hOW. A tMsW.cf CU«€.KU| * ~ 

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ^ 

If so, where and why? ; — 

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
ore properly? Yes No s' If so, which component and why ? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the li^ht of 
Watergate? Yes No ^ If so, what? 


C n this activity be reduced m scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? — — — 

Is ^ there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes No If so , what? - - 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 

25X1A 



ACTIVITY CODE: III, B « (a) 7. 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Secu r i t y 

Uivision/iiSB 

DATE: 


25X1A 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

VK)0 



s costly? Yes 


No 

No ^ 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No - 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes~ ’ 

Can the activity be done more efficiently ’ 

If so, how? Tt ^ ' 

25X1A 

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? — 


Can another component do the activity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes N o If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the li^ht of 
Watergate? Yes No ^ If so, what? 


Can tnis activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant Yes —•* 

25X1A 


No_2L 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel i 

this one? . Yes «£ No X If so, what? 


import 



s more 
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25X1A 





I DENT I 


25X1A 


ACTIVITY CODE': III , B, (d) l 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/BSB 

DATE: 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1 A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes S No_ 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

D bO • 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ^ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes — No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes- ^f No_^ 
If so, how? ~ - — \ „ f — i i ~ 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? . 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why. 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No ^ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued \vithout 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes__ No ^ 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes No t/ 1 If so, what? - . . 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 

25X1 A 


A CT I V I T Y CODE': I II, B, (d) 4 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/BSE 

DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 
t> DO- 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes y No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? Q ^ "VUa. W v" \ e C- w \ l I <}oo ~ \ "2 c 

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 


Watergate? Yes 


No tx" If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No < — 


If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 


important than this one? .Yes 


No ^ If so, whal 
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r 


IDENTIFI BT W°9/- 

25X1A 



ACT I V I TY CODE': III, B, (dl 


COMPONENT : 


ns/PTOS/Technical_Securi_ 
— Division/obB 



DATE : 


EVALUATION: 


What 


is (are) our reference 


(s) for this activity? Date (s) ? 


25X1A 


S„ C S e) (.io ^TenjIJa^Ciesror^ris activft/ " 

Do you feel the activity is ^A^ffltill nlceii^y^YSTVl 
Cai^he'activufbfd^rmore efficiently or less costly? Yes_ 
If So, how? 


No 


No i/ 


DO trSno?Sr t fficSS5SSi b «« another Office? 

If so, where and why? . - 

. - _ „rr • fi pritlv? Less costly? 

Can another component do the activity mor component and why? 

More properly? Yes . . — . ■ 

;mvthine questionable in the light of 
Does the activity include what? 

Watergate? Yes 

/ - ~ n r a i =:rorit inued without 

ofSvIrall Agency S security? Yes_ ^ 

If so, how? 

j Viv OS that you feel is more 

IS there any activity not now being P-sued by OS ■ 

important than this one? - Yes___ n . . ■ , 
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I DENT IF 


'^p ( f)We ( ^Fo9^eiease 15 iSSfe 



25X1A 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, B, (d) 6 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
— — Division/USB 


DATE : 


What is (are) our ref erence (s)25£6& this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes s' 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

( A U S 1 1 • 


No 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes /_ No . _ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes — No — 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? ies ho_ 


Can the activity 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ^ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No ^ If so, which component and why. 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light- of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, whau? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No lX If so, what. • 
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I DENT T 


25X1A 



ACTIVITY CODE': III, B, (d) 7 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Sec ur it> 

Division/ifSB 

DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for th^^a^^^T>^^Date (s) ? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes t/ 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

pp 0 / P£>^ T / 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ^ No . _ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes — t 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No — ^ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No ^ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without , 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes No ^ I f so, what. . 
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DtXT Approved For Relea& T ffiM/T)2 : ^IA-F^%8©0O&2f3F^O0QrOD2pO2-a>4ip 

for presenting the monthly 
Security Course, 


25X1A 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, b. £dj_ 8_ 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Secui 


DATE : 


Jivisiony 


What is (are) our reference (s) fo 



te(s)? 25X1 A 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes ^ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activit 3 ^— 

■ } - 

Do y°u fpel the activity is still necessary? Yes S' No 
Dofesj the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necesHFy? Y55~i^ 

If s e oX»V ty bS d ° ne "° re ef ««-tly or less^osUy? 


No 

No . 


Do yon feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? > Yes ^2* No A 
If so, where and why? ^ . r- . — s 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently’ Jess rncfiv? 
More properly? Yes No^ if so, which component and why? ^ 

D °lfJte«ateV iV Ye? inclu f! e “Ything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Ca sir b iIicai5t V effec? o r „ ed “ ed i? ?“P e /size or discontinued without 
If so hou? effect on overall Agency security? Yes No ^ 


Sn°e t ? n ° W I? f ° el 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 1 

25X1 A 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, B, fd ) 9 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securi ty 

bivision/BSB" 

DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for thi 



^ Date(s)? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes >/ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

9 O'M Vt e | 

r 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes t/ No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ~ * 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less <~ostly ? Yes' 
If so, how? “ 7 * 


No ^ 
No 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ^ 

If so, where and why? — 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes Wo ^ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the li^ht of 


Watergate? Yes 


No If so, what? 


Cc n this ac c ivi ty be reduced m scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 

imnn'rf-'rnt ^ ^ \r » t ^ -r- ~ 


important than this one? .Yes 


No If so, what? 


Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4 


I 


IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 

Approved For Release 2OOO/O9/O2£dfflAfRt2Ba^BDi)at3ROOS70Ofli2flfl2a-a -S ecurity 

Equipment Course (Ten times aayear) 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) _10 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securi t y 

Division/BSB 

DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes i/' No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No " 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes Not/ 

If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ^ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No t^~- 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? ..Yes No If so, what? 


Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4 



IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 

Approved For Release 2000/09/(^: r CI^I§9gft^Q{^2$RQ0Q7iEtyM£§Q9i23-4Security Officer ' s 

Course (twice a year). 


COMPON ENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Sec ur i ty 
~ Division/BSB 

DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) (s) ? 

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes t/_ No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ^ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes is* Noj 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No ^ 

If So, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ^ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No . If so, what? 


ACTIVITY CODE': III, B, (d) 11 

EVALUATION: 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACT 

Approved For Release 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B . £dj n 
EVALUATION: 


25X1A 

COMPONENT : 


OS/PTQS/T echnical Security 
Division/LSD" 

DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes // No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity?" 


25X1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? No 

Ca ?f t so & how? lt>r be d ° ne m ° re efficientl Y or less costly? Yes — No 


to res P on sibil i ty for the acavity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? — 

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
i ore properly. Yes W o If so, which component and why? 

Does the activity include anything questionable in the li^ht of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? ° 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security 7 Yes No 

If so, how? — 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? ..Yes No -x^If so, what? - - 
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Approved For Release 2000/09/02 



I00823R000700020023-4 


25X1A 


I. 

to be pr 



:-ea-anrqs? CUrity C ° UrSe f monthl > r ) 


. J- Various tutorials and 
request® 5 ' Tlnle ^ frec l ue ncy WpS 


25X1A 


upon 


II. FUNCTION 


j. . rxwvxuc training to 
p ysical security equipment 


o — ^ ± w up ; 


25X1A 


activity 

Physical Security Equipment Coi 
(Ten times per year) held at f-^ — 

rT Physical Security Officers' 

(Two times per year) held at 

C. __ 

year) held at 


ZDA 




25X1A 


ght times per 25X1A 


depend upon requests? 1 ^ 15 ’ Tlme &nd frec l uenc y 


HI. FUNCTION 


Technical 


Provide logistical 
Security Division. 


support services 


for the 


ACTIVITY 


A. _ Preparation 
of a daily record of 
allocations. 


of requisitions and 
expenditures against 


maintenance 

appropriate 


B. Prepare turn-ins 
uneconomical ly repairable 


of obsolete, 
materiel . 


excess and 


- 2 - 
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1000700020023-4 




:3R000700020023-4 


* Approved For Release 2000/0^0^^6®^ 


C. Maintain stock control procedures. 

D. Initiate and monitor industrial contracts 
for the repair and modification of specialized 
electronic equipment. 

E. Prepare documents for shipment of 
electronic supplies and equipment. 

25X1A p. Repair, calibrate and al/ign standard 
HOI equipment . 
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□ UNCLASSIFIED ** 1 

routing and record sheet 

SUBJECT: (Optional) 


□ SECRET 


25X1 A 


EXTENSION NO. 


TO: (Officer designation, room number, and 
building) 

DATE 

RECEIVED FORWARDED 

OFFICERS 

INITIALS 

i. 

OS/PTOS/Technical 
Security Division/BS 
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2. 



• 

3. 




4. 



5. 
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IN I O inumoei buwi - 

to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.) 


Under Objective B57104 the 
Office of Security will re- 
view and validate all Office 
of Security functions, 
act ivit ies . . . to ensure effec- 
tiveness, economy and effi- 
ciency. The attached documents 
represent two milestones 
under that objective. Mile- : 
stone 1', the components 
identified their functions 
and activities. Milestone 
2 was establishment of a 
format for evaluating these 
,,, activities . It is re- 
quested that Briefing and 
Services Branch review 
the attachments and: 

a) Certify that there are 

no deletions/corrections ' 
additions to be made to 
the previous listing 
submitted by your office. 

b) Review the Identif icatio 1 
of Activity statement on 
each evaluation sheet to 
ensure it fully equals 

to the comparable activi :y 
from your offices listing. 

c) Use the attached format 

to evaluate each individ lal 
activity. 
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